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This toentttmt«;-X8--8ul9nitttiil to the 

previous Amendment «md in poni^ held 

with the Examiner in the United States Mtenfc and Trademark 
Office on March 22, 1994. 

The Examiner 's highly benef^^ during 
the interview is greatly appreciated. 

During the : interview .. it was ; ^ei^^ined that the 
finality of the Of f ice Action would be vlthdravn: and it would 
be advisable to include Mattson formulas in tlie claims and to 
emphasize two important .features of ' 

namely the orientation 6f ,the,. ceils : iii'rai^^flce with the 
Mattson formula? and the covering of . •■pfiT^ip0^%-Mri>m_ all sides 
with the X-ray absorbing material. 

In connection with this, applic^t cancelled all 
original claims to simplify the issues and submitted a new set 
of claims 19 - 30. 

Claim 19, the first independent;:,;^ the 
cellular X-ray grid itt which all . surf aceis^ : ;&&y>$fre . partitions 
including both the side surfaces and jthe ;■; ,e^d' : ;Si^.fiaces are 
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completely covered with the X^ray \'Bfi^ift>0^: K .:i^T.. As 
explained in detail in! previous of 
the partitions and the kr^ray absorbing Xm^^k#§iffi. other hand 
provides for a very mechanically stto^/ll^^^^^ypii the one 
hand and at the . saime .tiipe; optimizes : l^-^^^SS^^i^nt- of :X^ny 
radiation through the grid; 

During the interview ^e r E that he 

located U.S. Patent: 5,231, 654 which irv ^ a ^'9^^^^1^^°^- -ta'tt^rht a 
similar solution. Applicant has submitted -^^flglte. 'Examiner a 
copy of the disclosure document which waWVfil^-teeipre filing 
of the present application arid on which ' s th£j^'^^hC Application 
is based* The above mentioned U.S.. Patent ii'5; ? -2^|:>;;fe5'4. claims its 
priority from December 6, 1991 while .^e^i^^^fiEUjre document 
(submitted in original, and with a translation its 
priority from November 29, 1991. Thus; respectfully 
submitted that the above mentioned ^ not be 

considered as a valid reference .sin9e l ^^t^^•^.^cSty is later 
than the priority of the present appl if aitij8&i»r'. ;Jbafate<i on the 
priority of disclosure document. It i4 t^r^d^ /Aspect fully 
submitted that claim 19 should be •cbnaiMl^^ 
distinguishing over the art. and should be ^ll J qwe4. 

Applicant has also submitted clainis 20 - 26 which 
depend on claim 19. Since these claims; s%r^$hec presiimably 
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allowable features of claim 19, it : is i^r^ '/respect fully 
submitted that these claims should be/.£on& ; £^^ 
distinguishing over the ^rt: as well aid' fehi^d :^ allowed. 

Applicant has also subMtted.;^^^^>; Which is a 
second independent claim;.' This claim ■■iakk^^f.^^ specific 
orientation of the cells In the X^ray provides a 

highly superior quality ^qf ..jfc-rfcy images; ';{^0uc6i£t'.on. an X-ray 
sensitive carrier by irradiating through ;^^^i^entive -.X-ray 
grid. The features of tiiis claim a*e ' ;iitot ^^'^^.dlosed • in the 
references and therefore, this . claim -siioiii^v.^^^hsidered as 
pa tent ably distinguishing oyer the art 5 . ati4 : ^l^i^3i ; :^e' allowed. 

Finally, claims 28 - 30 which^ ^ 27, 
share the presumably allowable fea^reisi'- ^.^ifc ^icsiaiia - 27 and 
therefore it is respectfully submitted that 
be allowed as well. 

Reconsideration and allowaricei of ^ the present 
application with all the claims currently; : ^Vfi;le;. are most 
respectfully requested. 

Should the Examiner require or cphsid^r it advisable 
that the. specification, claims and/or drayiri|8 be further 
amended or corrected in formal respects In br^ this 
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case in condition for -^inai .; allowance^ respectfully 
requested that such amendments -'or' correct^ by 
Examiner's Amendment, and the case be passed to issue. 
Alternatively, should" the : Examiner ''-;< -a' personal 
discussion might be helpful in. - jBi^^^^^fi^%e:- .Qase to 
allowance, he is invited to telephone th^ (at 516* 

243-3818) . '*. 

Reject f ully submitted , 
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